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HIS EYE IS ON THE SPARROW 


‘“‘Why should I feel discouraged? 
Why should the shadows come? 
Why should my heart be lonely, 
And long for heaven and home? 
When Jesus is my portion, 
My constant Friend is He; 
His eye is on the sparrow, 
And I know He watches me. 


‘“*Let not your heart be troubled,’ 
His tender word I hear, 
And resting on His goodness, 
[ lose my doubts and fears ; 
Though by the path He leadeth, 
But one step I may see; 
His eye is on the sparrow, 
And I know He watches me. 


“Whenever I am tempted, 
Whenever clouds arise, 
When songs give place to sighing, 
When hope within me dies, 
I draw the closer to Him, 
From care He sets me free; 
His eye is on the sparrow, 
And I know He watches me. 


“T sing because I’m happy, 
I sing because I’m free; 
His eye is on the sparrow, 
And I know He watches me.” 
—Selected. 
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EDITORIAL NOTES 


‘That whatsoever ye shall ask of the Father in My name, He 
may give it you.”+—John 15: 16. 


This promise is repeated again and again by our Lord, 
being given in this case as a mark of favor to His disciples, 
if they should fulfil the mission for which He chose them. 
It stands true whether we receive an answer to our prayers or 
not. The condition is very plain. The prayer must be made 
in Jesus’ name “that the Father may be glorified in the Son.” 
We cannot ask anything in Jesus’ name unless the things 
asked for can bear His name as voucher, and unless the fulfil- 


ment of the will of God is our supreme aim and only desire. 


It is said that St. Theresa, when she wanted anything 
very badly, used to pray thus: “O Lord, give me such and 
-uch a thing, if it be Thy will; and if it is not Thy will, let it be 
Phy will!” 

Such a prayer is not scriptural, but it seems to be the 
pattern after which most of us model our prayers, for in- 
stead of a perfect surrender to the will of God, we would 
have Him surrender to our will. That such prayers will re- 
ceive an answer there is no promise. 

It is recorded that St. Theresa suffered a great many dis- 
appointments which many times brought her to the verge of 
losing her faith. If it is true that she used to treat the Lord 
in this way, it is no wonder that many times Heaven seemed 
black above her and closed, as with an iron gate, to her 
prayers. 

How few of us stop to think! Do we really trust in 
Jesus? Do we believe that He came from the Father to teach 
us those things which He learned of the Father? Then, the 
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conclusion is that either He did not mean what He said, or 
we do not fulfil the conditions He lays upon us. When 
things do not come about as we desire, let us humbly say, 
“Father, teach me wherein I am lacking!” 

God is continually giving us lessons, but we are head- 
strong and will not learn. So I fear that of many it will be 
said, “They have no excuse.” 

Let us take the pope and his prayer for peace, as an in- 
stance. But, first of all, if we stop to think of it, why should 
the pope pray for peace? If he is the Vicar of Christ and 
has the power he claims, he ought to command and it should 
be done. This would be consistent with his theology. He 
says that if he sends a man to perdition by an excommuni- 
cation that man is lost, in spite of the fact that he may be a 
believer in Christ and that Jesus said, “He that believeth in 
Me shall have eternal life.” The pope also claims that he 
can change the judgment of God, by taking out of purgatory 
a soul that God has condemned to suffer there for many 
years. So, if the war, as he claims, is a judgment of God 
upon the nations, he has only to command and the judgment 
will cease. But the pope has sense enough to see that it is 
impossible for him to consistently live up to his claims. So, 
in spite of them, he has recourse to prayer, and Heaven does 
not hear him, and people will, no doubt, blame God, saying: 
“He hears not our prayers, even when presented by His 
Vicar!” They have not sought the true: reason why the 
prayer of the pope could not be acceptable to God. It is 
because the pope, and not Jesus Christ, was made the cen- 
tral figure in this prayer. To see this we have but to read 
the account of it as given in the Catholic papers: 

“Despite the downpour of rain, at 3 o’clock this afternoon, 
all the bells of the 400 churches of Rome rang out, calling 
the faithful to the universal expiatory service, to implore the 
cessation of war and the restoration of peace among the 
nations the world over. Sixty thousand people gathered in 
St. Peter’s. Before the altar stood the great footstool, ap 
proached by five steps, where the pope prayed. 

“The pope entered St. Peter’s at 3.40, followed by twenty 
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two cardinals. His holiness was received in the Chapel of the 
Sacrament by Cardinal Merry del Val, archpriest of the 
Basilica, who accompanied him to the’ papal altar. 

“While kneeling, the crowd, carried away by emotion, cried, 
‘Long live the pope!’ The climax was reached when the 
white-clad figure of the pontiff, standing high between the 
four richly gilded spiral columns of Bernini’s canopy, intoned 
prayer for peace which, repeated by the multitude, echoed 
throughout the domes of Michael Angelo’s great temple. 

“*God of all Mercies, King of Peace,’ said the sonorous 
voice of the vicar of Christ, while the responsive voices of 
the vast crowd repeated his invocation, assuming the char- 
acter of thunder rising to Heaven. 

“When the pope imparted the benediction waves of ascetic 
fervor and compassion for the sufferings of the combatants 
seemed to pass over the kneeling throng, most of whom beat 
their breasts in ecstasy and prayer. 

“The departure of the pontiff was the occasion of an out- 
burst of enthusiasm, which even the efforts of the pope were 


powerless to restrain, the people crying, “Long live the pope!’ 


” 


and ‘God give us peace!’ 

We do not need to investigate as to why this prayer has 
not been answered. The dramatic effect of the pope’s pres- 
ence precluded the presence of Him who said, “When two 
or more are gathered in My name, I shall be in their midst.” 
Should peace come, doubtless the pope, and not Jesus, would 
receive the credit for it and all the glory. 

In any case, here is a lesson practically enforced: The pope 
has not the power he claims. Jesus is true—the same yester- 
day, to-day and forever. Let us go directly to Him. 


In our January number of THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC we 
said that the people of England were béing deceived as ‘to 
the object of the mission of Sir Henry Howard to the Vati- 
ean. We are glad to see our opinion confirmed by no less 
an authority than Sir Robert Kennedy, K.C.M.G., D.L., who 
has spent a lifetime in the diplomatic service of Great Britain. 
The following is from a letter sent to the Press: 

“The Duke of Norfolk’s mission to the Vatican in 1887,” 
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he says, “was in return for the papal mission of congratula 

tion to Queen Victoria on the occasion of her jubilee. Lord 
Denbigh’s mission in 1902 was to congratulate Pope Le 

XIIIL., not on his election in 1878, but on his jubilee, in 1902, 
in return for the similar compliment paid fifteen years previ 

ously by his predecessor to Queen Victoria. It was the thin 
edge of the wedge, which is now being driven home. Genera 

(afterward Field-Marshal) Sir Lintorn Simmons’ special mis 

sion to the Vatican in 1889 cannot be quoted as a precedent 
as that mission, with regard to which no secrecy or myster 

was observed, was for the sole object of settling certain ques 
tions of jurisdiction under the royal proclamation providing for 
the existing establishments of religion in the Island of Malta, 
of which his Excellency was Governor. Why are we congrat 

ulating the present pope on his election? If it is right to do so 
in the case of Benedict XV., why did we neglect doing so in 
the case of Leo XIII. when he was elected in 1878, or in that oi 
Pius X. in 1903?” 

Sir Robert Kennedy further remarks: 

“The other reason given for the present mission is to lay 
before his holiness our motives for going to war, and to 
establish that His Majesty’s Government used every effort to 
maintain the peace of Europe. Is, then, the pope the keeper 
of our national conscience? And if Sir Henry Howard fails 
to satisfy his holiness that His Majesty’s Government did 
use every effort to maintain the peace of Europe, will. His 
Majesty’s Government then consider it their duty to put a stop 
to the war? No! There is some other and a hidden motive; 
and His Majesty’s Government have been emboldened to take 
this unfortunate diplomatic step because the Church of Eng- 
land is so saturated with Anglicanism that they think the Prot- 
estant feelings of the nation can be safely disregarded, espe- 
cially at this time, when our hands are bound and our mout 
closed by imperial patriotism. I do not suppose that the Gov 
ernment are actuated by religious motives, but they probably 
think that the influence of the pope can be usefully employ: 
in our favor in Austria and among the Roman Catholics 
Germany. Perhaps Ireland is also in their mind.” 
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ROME’S TEACHING SYSTEM 


lo the Editor of THe CoNVERTED CATHOLIC: 

Dear Sir: “That the Catholic Church has the best teach- 
ng system in existence,” was the assertion of George Whar- 
ton Pepper, of Philadelphia, in delivering the fifth of the 
iL.yman Beecher lectures in Marquand Chapel, New Haven. 
This is an astounding as well as a misleading statement as to 
vhat Mr. Pepper affirmed to be the superlative excellence of 
the Roman system over all others and as to what he recom- 
mends to “each religion . . . for the education of the children 
f its creed, just as the Roman Catholics are doing at the 
‘resent time.” The assertion is startling even as a paradox. 
Bearing in mind his credal associations, I am fully convinced 
that he has looked at the Roman system at long distance and 


las not, therefore, been able to observe its glaring defects. 
(he reasons for the existence of parochial schools are obvious 
to those who have been born in the Roman fold and reared 
in her educational sphere. These may be summarized into 
wo, racial and religious, and both are contrary to the spirit 
f American institutions. Racial schools are erected by the 


Roman Church to perpetuate not only the Roman faith, but 
oreign languages and foreign customs in our midst. This is 
pposed to the American process of assimilating the incom- 
ng races into one homogeneous people, with one language, 
me country, one flag and one loyalty. It were wrong indeed 
to do aught to foster in the great American family a spirit 
{ love-for imported things, that place America in the strong 
light of a stepmother. Secondly, intolerance is the basic prin- 
iple of Rome’s religious instruction; her eternally fixed line 
‘ demarcation between the orthodox, so-called, and heretics 
is deliberately pointed out-to the innocent minds of youthful 
nyriads. This iron-clad distinction is sedulously instilled into 
oung minds, so that its influence might effect the formation 
f character. Catholic parents are taught by the hierarchy 
that the atmosphere in which children breathe and move 
nust be exclusively Catholic, socially as well as religiously, 
ind that they must, as a most sacred duty, guard children 
rom all association with Protestants, whether in school, in 
ociety or in matrimony. Nothing satisfies Rome except she 





116 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


be in absolute control. The State school she hates with 
undying enmity, and she still carries on a relentless war 
against the system, boldly in the pulpit and most effectively 
in the confessional. She leaves nothing undone in a propa- 
ganda of bitter opposition to influence the minds of her mem- 
bers to drive the Bible and the Lord’s prayer from the pub- 
lic schools, and then, with that result accomplished, she 
derisively calls them “godless.” Her stand is taken to mean 
the “better than thou” kind. 

What has Mr. Pepper to claim for the Roman standard 
of education in Spain, southern Italy, Sicily, South America, 
Cuba, Porto Rico, the Philippines? “By their fruits ye shall 
know them.” - Spain, for example, has risen at last from the 
medieval darkness of national ignorance and turned her face 
toward the light of popular education and progress. Roman 
Catholic education has had undisputed sway in all Spanish- 
speaking lands, resulting in a bondage worse than death. 
Moreover, morality rises no higher than the ebb and flow 
of enlightenment; but in the Protestant countries of Great 
Britain, Germany and the United States it has attained a 
higher elevation than has been achieved by the Latin 
States. 

Again, let me remind Mr. Pepper that Rome’s canon law 
imprisons the mind and stifles thought. She teaches that 
freedom of thought, the blessed gift of Americans, stands con- 
demned with the papal curse, and thus thought in the bud 
is blasted and education dwarfed in its vital part. The Church 
declares that she alone has control of education and that the 
State has no right to concede liberty of thought, of con- 
science, of speech, of the press. Canon law so teaches, and 
all Catholics must accept this basic principle of the Church or 
forfeit the right of membership. The papal infallibility is the 
standard of eternal belief and salvation; no man can be saved 
without the pope. It used to be “without Christ,” but now 
that is changed. No one on earth can be on an equal footing 
with the pope, as a teacher, even in secular knowledge, for 
he places secular education under the head of faith and morals, 
as often as the Church has interests at stake. Rome teaches 
that when Christ said: “Go into all the world and teach the 
nations,” He meant the apostles and the popes. Therefore 
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she alone can teach the truth. All others who live beyond her 
pale teach heresy. Hence the oath of bishops at consecra- 
tion to persecute error and its abettors. Assuming this pre- 
rogative, Rome declares that heretics have no right to teach 
any branch of learning on the ground that they have no 
right to be heretics or Protestants, and that all our teachings 
are more or less erroneous. State instruction, therefore, is 
hateful to the Roman Church, since it disposes the young to 
think, speak and act for themselves and exposes her unrea- 
sonable doctrines. Leo XIII, in his encyclical of June 20, 
1888, condemns liberty of teaching, liberty of conscience, lib- 
erty of thinking for oneself. This is a further reason for 
Roman opposition to public schools, since the latter are power- 
ful factors in spreading enlightenment and incidentally open- 
ing the avenue of ecclesiasticism. This is fatal to the sta- 
bility of papal prerogative. To meet this condition, the popes 
‘ommanded the American hierarchy to establish parish schools 
where possible in every congregation. But the people have 
frequently refused to patronize them on account of lack ot 
the grading system, teaching incompetency, pastoral negli- 
gence and the need of regents’ examinations. Moreover, 
the daily routine crams the hearts of children with too much 
atechism, as it is said, on the other hand, the State crams 
the heads of pupils with too much learning. The big words 
in the small official catechism on the subjects of the Church 
and the pope are harder than nut crackers to untutored 
minds. And the main thing in it for children to learn is that 
the Church means the pope, and the pope is the same as the 
Church, without whom they cannot save their souls. We 
should note the further fact that the Bible is deliberately 
eliminated from parish schools both on week days and on 
Sundays. To take up the Bible itself in class and make it 
a special study is unheard of. Indeed, it is a dead issue in 
the pulpit as well as in the classroom; the policy of the 
Church is to discourage private reading of the holy Book. 
There is absolutely no incentive given, no priestly encourage- 
ment to read its sacred pages at home or elsewhere. In the 
urriculum of studies it ranks in the lowest footing, and once 
a week the seminarians are gathered together to hear a young 
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professor’s dry homily on the Psalms, while the student mind 
disports itself in playful jest. But once in the classroom of 
dogmatic and moral theology, all semblance of levity ceases, 
and the latter gets far more respect than does the Bible. The 
pope is the top-notcher there. It is a serious place, and the 
above subjects, with canon law, are made serious, and the 
student body so understands in daily recitation. Indeed, it 
can be affirmed in all sincerity that the Bible is practically 
a closed book with priests and people. But let us return. | 
made this digression to point out the fact that the Bible does 
not enter at all into Roman education. We need not wonder, 
then, at the efforts being made to drive the Bible out of the 
public schools, seeing that the Roman Bible is never allowed 
in the classrooms of parochial schools. Very many Catholics 
prefer the public schools for their children, because of their 
undoubted superiority to private or parochial schools, believ- 
ing that the bi-weekly instruction in parish churches, with the 
home training, is ample to develop character unto good citi- 
zenship and practical Christianity. But the priests point to 
their schools and to the walls of convents as the only safe- 
guards to check the advance of Protestant association with 
Catholic children, to prevent the infection of insidious heresy, 
and to make impossible all acquaintance with the principles 
of liberty and of our free institutions. 

Another point worthy of notice is this: Youthful minds 
thus trained to regard freedom of thought as a curse are ham- 
pered in mental development and seldom attain the pinnacle 
of literary achievement. Intellectual freedom is banned by 
the Roman Church and it got a tremendous set-back under 
Pius X. The Congregation of the Index has greatly retarded 
the spread of Catholic scholarship. So many names of emi- 
nent writers are upon the Index of prohibited books that the 
world has commenced to look upon it as a roll of honor. 
Brilliant professors in seminaries and in universities have laid 
their manuscript away rather than risk the stinging condem- 
nation of the Italian curia. They are certainly living in an 
iron age of their own. Catholic scholarship, therefore, is at a 
low ebb of research and criticism. In seminaries philosophy 
must be imbibed only at the font of Thomas of Aquinas. 
This is mandatory, as Leo XIII’s letter to the Jesuits com- 
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mended them forever to hold to the rigid letter of Aquinas. 
Under Pius X. the shadow on learning deepened; he was not 
in touch with critical learning and readily bent to the ob- 
scurantism of the Roman congregations. Thus hampered, 
Roman writers cannot reach an independent eminence. No 
bird sings so well as the one enjoying its native freedom and 
environment. Imprison it in a cage and it shall lose both the 
lustre of its plumage and the quality of its golden notes. If 
young minds are fettered and forbidden to think along certain 
lines of reasoning, or to enter the gates of the Roman Index 
to behold the world’s condemned library, or to study both 
sides of momentous questions, it follows that the Church 
puts up opposition at the very outset to an ambitious career. 
Finally it discovers the limits marked out on the borderland 
of study and progressive inquiry. The result is a lack of his- 
torical or philosophical correctness, since free access to the 
researches of eminent scholars is denied and the impressions, 
therefore, must be had at long range or at second hand. 
J. Garwood-Quin, 
7020 Chew St., M. Airy, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Take Him at His Best 


When your brother man you measure, 
Take him at his best; 

Something in him you can treasure, 
Overlook the rest. 

Though, of his, some trait or fetter 

May not suit you to the letter, 

Trust him, it will make him better, 
Take him at his best. 


Praise will make him worth the praising, 
Take him at his best; 

Keep the fire of purpose blazing 
Ever in his breast. 

Do not frown upon or scold him; 

In the strength of faith enfold him; 

To his highest yearning mold him, 
Take him at his best. 


Nrxon WATERMAN. 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
XXXVII. 
My dear Cardinal: 

As promised in our last issue, we are going to begin a 
study of the first encyclical of Pope Benedict XV., which, we 
trust, will be profitable and enlightening to our readers, and 
1 believe also to yourself. 

This encyclical, as we have already pointed out, is self- 
contradictory and misleading. It begins with a paragraph, 
entitled “Feed my Sheep,” which reads: “When, by the un- 
searchable counsel of God’s providence, and without any 
merit of our own, We were called to the chair of the most 
blessed Prince of the Apostles,” etc. 

No one who has read the allocutions of the general of 
the Jesuits can fail to recognize that, almost verbatim, they 
contain the same opening sentence. So, by the testimony of 
internal evidence, to use the language of critics, we may safely 
conclude that the above paragraph was written by some 
Jesuit, probably in substitution for another sentence which 
expressed the more liberal views of the pope himself. 


This, however, would be of very little importance in itself. 
We know that we cannot expect any pope to be original, or 
to be the sole author of his encyclicals. But in order to fore- 


see what his policy is going to be we must ascertain who are 
the writers or inspirers of the encyclicals, and what party they 
represent. 

The election of the new General of the Jesuits, as well as 
many subsequent events to which I will direct your attention, 
makes it evident that the Jesuits have now absolute control 
over the pope and that they are the framers of the new 
Vatican policy. 

This will be a great disappointment to those who ex- 
pected too much, perhaps, of the liberal tendencies of the 
new pope. He is not going to be the same man who for 
many vears was an encouragement and a comfort to the vic- 
tims of the Vatican’s conservatism, which he withstood, even 
to the point of himself incurring the suspicions of those who 
were the framers of the pernicious policy followed by Rome’s 
iast administration. 
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We hope to be able, in the course of these letters, to show 
the great change that the pope was obliged to undergo from 
the time of his election up to the time of the issuing of his 
first encyclical. We are more and more confirmed in the 
opinion that the unexpected death of Cardinal Dominico 
Ferrata, his secretary of state, brought about the accession 
of the Jesuits to a controling power over the new pope and 
his policy. 

Although we know the truth of the popular proverb, 
“Honores mutant mores,” we know also that this change is 
usually due to a previous agreement between the electing 
party and the one elected. In this case, however, the cause 
for change is exactly the opposite. 

In the election of the present pope, the greatest factor was 
the dominant thought of a great man, which was: To estab- 
lish a democratic régime in the Church, in which the sim- 
plicity of the Gospel should do away with the pretentions of 
a worldly-minded hierarchy. The man who had the spirit and 
power to bring about this change did not want the papacy 
ior himself. He put forward and practically nominated 
Cardinal Della Chiesa, in whom he had full confidence. That 
Della Chiesa was willing to receive the tiara in order to 
carry out this policy was evidenced by his calling back to 
favor Mgr. Duchesne and others who had been excommuni- 
cated for their love of the truth. 

When Cardinal Ferrata, who was this moving spirit, accepted 
the secretaryship, it was understood that the object was to 
keep the Jesuits out of the Vatican. But his death brought 
about an entire change. The pope could no longer be free 
to carry out his elector’s policy or his own liberal ideas. The 
victims of the old régime to whom he had shown favor had 
to be again banished, and the pope himself was obliged to 
become the tool of his enemies. 

Shall we pity him, or shall we despise him? There are 
many who consider him to be a traitor to his promises and 
convictions. There are those who believe that ‘if he cannot 
be free he ought to abdicate. But we know how many diffi- 
culties surround a man in his position. It is easier for him 
to die than to abdicate; besides, his abdication would bring 
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no good to the world. Yet, although we do not wish to be 
harsh in our judgment and are never willing that a man should 
be condemned without taking into consideration all the cir- 
cumstances surrounding him, we are sorry to say that Pope 
Benedict XV., by the mere fact of authorizing his encyclical, 
has lost our respect, as well as the respect of thousands of his 
friends and admirers, and, of course, that of his opponents. 

That he should have yielded to some extent, in order to 
avoid the election of an anti-pope, and with the purpose of 
bringing about an understanding between the conflicting par- 
ties, might be understood as a prudent measure. But that 
he should authorize lies which he knows to be lies, invented 
with the purpose of deceiving the world, we never can con- 
done. 

Throughout his encyclical we shall see affirmations con- 
trary to his personal views, and all of them are grounded 
upon the teachings of the Church, proclaimed or implied in 
the opening sentences. 

That the purpose of the encyclical is deceitful can be seen 
from its “motto.” We were taught to draw the motto or 
characteristic of an encyclical from the way it began. To 
this one has been given the motto of the “Encyclical of Love,” 
and the pope is called “The Apostle of Love,” “the loving 
pope.” There is nothing in all the encyclical to justify such 
a characterization but a few ambiguous sentences. The real 
motto should be: “A declaration of the Divine origin of papal 
authority,” and this is a Jesuitical doctrine, framed for the 
purpose of reducing all men to submission, sicut cadaveres (like 
corpses), to the most despotic autocracy. 

This is what is meant when the pope says: “When by 
the unsearchable counsel of God’s providence . . . We were 
called to the chair of the most blessed Prince of the Apos- 
tles,” etc. 

Now, Cardinal, I am sorry that I cannot appeal to you 
for the reason that you were not at the conclave, and also 
because, according to the testimony of the Vatican’s organ, 
“Rome,” you are a foreigner indeed to the real state of affairs 
at the Vatican, and, far from being acquainted with Della 
Chiesa, you knew nothing of him before his election. 
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But, judging from what you really know of Church his- 
tory, not what you say, do you believe there has been any 
pope who could truly say that he was called by the “un- 


searchable counsel of God’s providence”? I should pity you 


if you did believe it. But whether you believe it or not, I 
assure you that no one can make me believe that Benedict 
XV. believes it. He knew perfectly well that he was a can- 
didate before he went to the conclave, and he knows that haste 
and intrigue are the best helpers to success in religious, as 
well as secular, politics. As soon as he was elected Cardinal, 
he was nominated for the papacy. The mistake of his ene- 
mies did not consist in his election as cardinal; they showed 
their blindness lorig before that, when, in order to get rid of 
him, they gave him the archbishopric of Bologna, to which 
the right of the cardinalate was attached. Of course, there 
are those who believe that his acceptance of the archbishop- 
ric meant treachery toward his old master, and an approach 
to those who now form the new regime. But his subsequent 
conduct disproves this. The real reason for giving him the 
see of Bologna was that Pope Pius X. and his “managers” 
believed themselves to be omnipotent and thought they could 
do away with old privileges and regalias with impunity. They 
did not anticipate that the election of Della Chiesa as cardi- 
nal would be demanded of them in fulfilment of the ancient 
privilege granted to the archbishopric of Bologna. But in 
this case, as in others, they found they were powerless to 
abolish the ancient rights. They were able merely to delay 
the promotion of Archbishop Della Chiesa, and when he was 
finally elected cardinal he knew that another council than the 
counsel of God’s providence was planning his further pro- 
motion. 

So he, better than any other man, knows that the phrase 
quoted, as it stands, is a lie, and also, coming from the Jesuits, 
it stands for just those views which are opposed to his own 
and which all his friends expected him to combat openly. 

Was not the position of Duchesne, Father La Grange and 
Tyrrell, a stand against the arrogance of monopolizing the 
divine origin of authority by the papacy? And were not Du- 
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chesne and others received with favor by the new pope until 
the doors of the Vatican were opened to the Jesuits? 

There are many priests here in the United States who 
were ready to break with the Church, but who hesitated to 
do so, expecting great reforms to be effected by this pope. 
They must not deceive themselves any longer with such 
expectations. They cannot expect to be anything but sicut 
cadaveres under the new régime. And, judging from the 
encyclical, not only are we not to expect any improvement 
in policy, but we cannot even hope for a nearer approach to 
historical truth. 

The pope says: “We were called to the chair of the most 
blessed Prince of the Apostles.” In this sentence he 
acknowledges the apostolic succession which no man, know- 
ing the facts of history, is able honestly to admit. Then he 
chooses the name of Benedict XV., which is in itself another 
acknowledgment of the supposedly unbroken chain of suc- 
cession. Why he should have chosen precisely this name 
of Benedict is a problem. Was it because Benedict XIV., 
who was also archbishop of Bologna, took the part of the 
Dominicans against the Jesuits, and the present pope wished 
to indicate his intention of doing the same? We cannot tell; 
but it is an undeniable fact that he was always a great friend 
of the Dominicans, Unless this be the explanation, I cannot 
understand why he chose a name with such disgraceful asso- 
ciations. In the first place, there is no historian who can 
prove that he is Benedict XV. He might really be Benedict 
XVI., as there are fifteen other Benedicts whose claims to 
legitimacy are as valid as his. But, aside from this, can he 
feel proud to be the successor of Benedict VI., for instance, 
whom some historians place before and some after Donosus 
II., and of whom Cormenin, p. 304, says: “Benedict VI., a 
Roman by birth. His morals were infamous and several 
writers assure us that his tragical death, which followed a 
few days after his pompous elevation, was a just punishment 
for all the crimes of his life.” The “Lives of the Popes” 
assures us that historians disagree as to whether Benedict 
VII. and VIII. were popes or anti-popes; and as to Benedict 
IX., on page 276, we are told that, “Elected at the age of ten 
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years... the Romans, unable any longer to endure the 
licentiousness of Benedict IX., deposed him.” The same 
author, whose works bear your approval, says of Benedict 
X. that he was an anti-pope. We could follow up the list 
of the Benedicts more in detail, but the above facts are suffi- 
cient to show that it would be little to a man’s credit to claim 
to be the successor of such characters or to occupy their chair. 

And now, as to the “chair” itself. What does the pope 
mean when he says that he was “called to the chair of the 
most blessed Prince of the Apostles”? Does he mean the 
stool that they show to people in the Vatican as the chair 
of St. Peter? It would seem that he ought to be ashamed to 
claim to be Peter’s successor and occupy the gorgeous throne 
which has taken the place of Peter’s chair. It would seem 
that he would feel like putting the old stool out of sight, lest 
it serve as a reproach for present papal state and luxury. 
And, at any rate, if the pope were truly honest and lived up 
to his convictions, instead of continuing to deceive the peo- 
ple as to Peter being the first pope of Rome, he ought to say: 
“Whether Peter was ever in Rome or not, no one knows, and 
all traditions regarding this subject are frauds.” Therefore, 
Peter’s stool is an historical fraud. 

But if the pope means by “chair” the cathedra of doctrine, 
he must equally acknowledge, if he is honest, that there is 
no Church which has less reason to call Peter her teacher 
than Rome. None of her theologians has ever taken Peter 
as his authority. If Peter had been Rome’s teacher we should 
never have had the Vatican with its immense riches of silver 
and gold and treasure. We should never have had popes or 
priests, auricular confession, purgatory, the. idolatry of the 
mass, etc., etc. 

Benedict calls Peter “the most blessed Prince of the Apos- 
tles.” I do not know that Peter was any more blessed than 
the other Apostles. There is nothing in the Bible record to 
indicate it. But what I do know is that there was not one 
blessing given to Peter which we will not ourselves receive 
if we follow in his steps. Why do not the popes who reitera‘e 
their claims to being his successors try to imitate him in 
their lives? 
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He was not a prince; he was a servant. He did not pos- 
sess silver or gold, but he had power from above to convert 
thousands in one day, and to heal the ills of those who looked 
to him in faith. 

I am afraid the pope, in this reference to him, does not 
seek so much to proclaim the virtues of Peter as to proclaim 
the divine origin of his authority. 

It would be better, Cardinal, to be Peter’s successor in 
virtue and spiritual power than to depart from his life for 
the sake of earthly supremacy. But Benedict has made his 
choice and let slip the great opportunity, or, at any rate, he 
is bound hand and foot and must move as he is bidden, if he 
would keep his place and earthly glory. Of all men he is 
the most pitiable! MANUEL FERRANDO. 


Christ’s Mission in Need 


We are sorry to have to call the attention of our readers to 
the present financial straits through which we are passing. 

The late appearance of this number is due to no other cause 
than our insufficiency to meet the printer’s bills. Should our sub- 
scribers who are now in arrears be prompt in making their pay- 
ments, the magazine would not suffer any delay in coming issues. 

Our deficit, which has been accumulating during the past few 
months, has reached to the thousands. Those who have received 
the appeal, issued by Bishop Rudolph, President of the Board 
of Trustees, and Dr. Burrell, its Secretary, are acquainted with 
the situation. To the few that have responded we are very 
thankful, and to the many to whom it has been sent we can only 
add : “Come quickly to our assistance in the present crisis !” 


“The Church never can come into its own until there are more 
Catholics in Congress. The Church never will wield the influence 
for good which it should possess until this comes to pass. Do not 
fear that there is any prejudice against Catholics in high places. 
There is none. You are not kept back, you are keeping your- 
selves back.”—Archbishop Ireland, in speech at Detroit, reported 
in N. Y. Tribune, Jan. 28, rgrt. 
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RELIGION IN ITALY 


The unification of Italy in 1870 inaugurated a new era 
in both the civil and the religious life of that historic land. 
The city of Rome has made a new start in progress and pros- 
perity. It is now a great modern city, beautiful and full of 
life. The malarial fever which used to be the terror of both 
inhabitants and tourists, has now disappeared, and the death- 
rate of Rome is not greater than in any other large city of 
Europe. The reason of this is very remarkable, and is well 
worth stating. The city of Rome is built on the western 
side of the great Campagna, which stretches inland in a flat 
surface as far as beautiful Tivoli, and encompasses Rome like 
a billowy solid sea. From a health point of view as the Cam- 
pagna is Rome is. For centuries the Campagna was the 
gathering ground of Rome’s enemies, and at last one of the 
popes conceived the idea that the best way to defeat these 
enemies was to turn the whole of the Campagna into an 
uninhabited wilderness. The papal idea was converted into 
a fact. Accordingly, the immense plain was depopulated 
and was thrown out of cultivation. It became a fertile 
swamp, and its natural vegetation decayed in the Autumn 
season and became the breeding-ground of malaria which 
turned out to be Rome’s most insidious and fatal enemy. 
Every year the city was pervaded by a pestilential atmos- 
phere, and whereas in earlier times military enemies slew 
their thousands, malarial fever was able to slay its tens of 
thousands. When Victor Immanuel came into power in 
1870 he at once set about the reclamation of the Campagna. 

At the present time the whole vast plain is inhabited 
and is placed under cultivation. It is properly drained, 
studded thick with houses and villages, and there are few 
more pleasing sights in the world than the prospect from 
Tivoli to Rome, a picture of rural industry and rapidly grow- 
ing prosperity, where shepherds keep their flocks and vine- 
yards and olive yards,.and gardens furnish the city and the 
world with the substantial fruits of their toil. So has the 
city of Rome been saved from its deadly scourge, and even 
the Vatican now breathes a wholesome air, thanks to the 
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enlightened enterprise of Victor Immanuel and his suc- 
cessors. 

Ecclesiastics at all times are very poor judges of econ- 
omic problems, and the king, who, like Uzziah, the old 
Hebrew ruler, “loved husbandry,” is a far safer guide in 
industrial concerns than the priest, however holy. A man 
may be a great theologian, and yet know nothing about how 
to deal properly with the vast possibilities of the Campagna. 
As it is with Rome and the Campagna so is it on a larger 
scale with the whole of Italy. Under an intelligent program 
for the development of the industrial resources of the Penin- 
sula Italy has taken out a new lease of life since 1870. 

In this new national life religion also has entered upon a 
new career. One or two facts will illustrate this side of 
the Italian revival. Let us take the following: 


New Waldensian Church in Rome. 


“An event has recently taken place in Rome destined to form 
a landmark in the history of Italian evangelization. It has 
frequently been said that work among the Italians has been 
hindered by the mean character of the buildings in which that 
work was too often carried on. No such reproach can be 
raised against the stately building which was dedicated on 
the 8th of February last. It stands in the Piazza Cavour, 
close to the Law Courts, and not far from the Castle of St. 
Angelo and the spot where the Waldensian Gian Luigi Pas- 
cale suffered martyrdom in 1560. 

“Soon after the Italian troops entered Rome in 1870, the 
Waldenses began to conduct services in the city, and the 
work so prospered that in 1883 they were able to open a 
Church in the Via Nazionale, one of the chief thoroughfares. 
With the opening of the present building the old Church of 
the Valleys has crossed the Tiber, and, under the very shadow 
of the Vatican, has begun operations in a newly formed 
quarter of the city that has already a large population. This 
enterprise has been rendered possible by the pious munifi- 
cence of Mrs. John Stewart Kennedy, of New York, who 
has ordered matters so that the maintenance of the building 
and its services will be- no burden on the already strained 
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finances of the church. Provision has also been made for 
varied philanthropic activities, in a large hall for meetings, 
reading, writing and recreation-rooms for the soldiers, a 
dispensary and five or six classrooms. There is also a well- 
equipped gymnasium. 

On the dedication day, as the doors of the great building 
were opened, the public began to stream in steadily, and when 
the proceedings began, an audience of over 1,600 people 
completely filled the church. Punctually at half-past four the 
moderator of the church, Signor Léger, proceeded up the 
central aisle to the pulpit, followed by Signor Muston, ex- 
president of the Committee of Evangelization; Dr. Luzzi, 
dean of the theological faculty of Florence; Signor Luigi 
Rostagno, minister of the new church, and a long line of 
Waldensian pastors from all parts of Italy. In many re- 
spects no part of the proceedings was more moving than this 
simple procession. 

“The spirit in which the Waldensian Church is taking 
up this new task was well brought out in the dedicatory 
prayer of Signor Muston (on whom the whole burden of 
superintending the building operations has lain), and in the 
eloquent sermon of Dr. Luzzi. This house of God is not to 
resound with party cries, but is to be a refuge for the dis- 
tressed, the lonely, the doubting, the tempted, the defeated, 
the thirsty for righteousness. In the words of the leaflet 
which was handed to each one on entering—“The Waldenses 
have no fanatical or sectarian aim; their sole object is to 
spread the knowledge of the Evangel and of that which was 
written by the Apostles of our Lord, because they are per- 
suaded that by so doing they can best contribute to the moral 
renewal of the Italian people, to the education of their char- 
acter and the betterment of their social condition.’ 

“The day after the opening the king received with great 
cordiality the members of “The Table’ and of the Commis- 
sion of Evangelization, and his gracious words showed that 
he was well aware of the noble history.” 

The Waldensian Church is spreading like a net-work over 
the whole country, and enjoys the protection of the king and 
the Government. Many other evangelical churches are also 
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busy in the work of giving a spiritual uplift to the Italian 
people. 

Another fact is brought out by Rev. David Purves, D.D., 
of Belfast, in a recent paper in one of the current magazines. 
These are his words: 


“A Society called Fides et Amor (Faith and Love). 


“This society describes itself as ‘non-sectarian and truly 


universal, independent of any Church or religious association, 
and it has its seat in Rome.’ In its membership are Roman 
Catholic priests and laymen, members of the Greek Ortho- 
dox Church, and Protestants, lay and clerical. Of course, 
for obvious reasons, the roll of membership is a secret in the 
keeping of the president, but the fact that it has been possi- 
ble to form such a society is a sign of the times. One of the 
first transactions of the society was the publication, in 1911, 
of a new translation into Italian of the New Testament, made 
from the original Greek, accompanied by an introduction to 
each book, and notes explanatory of the text. These are of 
a purely exegetical and non-polemical character. It is the 
first volume of its kind published in Italy. A copy of it lies 
before me, and is entitled ‘Il Nuovo Testamento del N. S. 
Gestt Cristo. Roma: Societa “Fides et Amor.”’ The price 
of this well-printed, well-edited book is, in Italy L. 1.25, in 
foreign parts L. 1.50, or 1s and 1s 3d respectively. The 
preface is as follows: “The Society, Fides et Amor, unites 
in its heart believers of every Christian confession, without 
distinction of names. It has not for its scope the special 
interests of any particular Church, but aims at the triumph 
of the Kingdom of God through the diffusion of the Gospel 
of Christ. It recommends this work to the grace of God 
and the sympathy of as many in Italy as have at heart the 
moral regeneration of the individual, the family, the country. 
The first edition of this work numbered 10,000 copies, and 
was quickly exhausted; another edition is being prepared 
to appear during this year. Many of the priests, who are 
members of the society, are distributing this book in their 
parishes. We do not wonder at one of the appeals which the 
society makes regarding its work: “This is a solemn hour. 
A wave of the Eternal Spirit is passing over Italy. Minds 
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are opened, consciences feel new religious and moral needs, 
which science is unable to satisfy. Only the Church of God 
has the power to satisfy them. And our aim, in issuing this 
New Testament, is solely to put the Italian conscience into 
immediate contact with Christ Jesus, who of God is made 
unto us wisdom and righteousness, and sanctification and 
redemption.’ ” 

We have space for only a third fact which Dr. Purves, in 
his arresting paper, states in the following terms: 


League of Prayer for the Reunion of the Christian Churches. 


“Even more remarkable is the other illustration of the 
spirit which is behind this remarkable movement in Italy. 
I refer to: the formation at Rome, on All Saints’ Day, 1913, 
of a ‘League of Prayer for the Reunion of the Christian 
Churches.’ The League has issued a form of prayer in which 
all its members pledge themselves to join, and in its ‘Appeal’ 
the following sentences occur: ‘Many sure signs lead us to 
believe that the day is not far off when all divisions among 
Christians will cease. It is hastened by the progress of 
science and of knowledge, the triumph of many civil liberties, 
the breakdown of many barriers, the fuller perception of the 
natural fruits which have been matured by division: fruits 
of evil, but also in some cases of good, which God has been 
able to bring forth out of the evil... . All this gives occa- 
sion for thought and anxiety to serious and watchful minds, 
so that many, even outside the Churches, are looking for a 
revived and united Christendom as the only pledge of domes- 
tic and social restoration. ... We know the difficulties, the 
ignorances, the self-interests that hinder the way. ... But 
it is certain that the wide and deep longing for Christian 
union is a good and beautiful thing, and that the best thing 
is to increase it, in ourselves and in others, by prayer.’ ” 

There are manifestly brighter days for Italy. When the 
Word of God begins to circulate, when the Gospel of Christ 
begins to be faithfully preached, when a community turns 
away from empty religious ceremonies, when the spirit of 
liberty begins to revolt against ecclesiastical oppression, when 
a country grows sick of the tyranny of priests, then it is clear 
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that her redemption draweth nigh. The Italians are taking 
upon themselves ‘the ‘responsibilities of freemen and are 
turning to Jesus Christ as the only Saviour of sinners. There 
is a very difficult path before them but it is a path in which 
they shall at every step rise out of not only deadly physical 
malaria; but all forms of intellectual, moral and spiritual 
malarial fever—S. P., in The Christian Irishman. 


ROME INSULTS WOMAN 


Mothers who are so foolish as to send their daughters to 
be educated by nuns, ought to know what Rome teaches in 
regard to women. We quote the following from one of the 
fully accredited manuals for priests who are required to learn 
the instructions by heart. Here is a single quotation from p. 
68 of “Directorium Sacerdotale, a Guide for Priests in their 
Public and Private Life,” by Father F. B. Valuy, S. J.: 

“What is woman?” S. Jerome (342-420 A.D.) gives the 
answer: “She is the gate by which the devil enters, the road 
that leads to sin; she is what the sting of the scorpion is.” 
And in another place he says: “Woman is a fire, man the 
tow, and the devil the bellows.” S. Maximus (580-662 A. D.) 
writes of a woman: “She makes shipwreck of men, she is a 
tyrant who leads them captive, a lioness who holds them 
fast in her embraces, a syren decked out to lure them to 
destruction, a malicious, evil beast.” And S. Anastasius the 
Sinaite: “She is a viper clothed with a shining skin, a com- 
fort to the demon, a laboratory of devils, a flaming furnace, 
a javelin wherewith the heart is pierced, a storm by which 
houses are overthrown, a guide leading to darkness, a teacher 
of all evil, an unbridled tongue speaking evil of the saints.” 
S. Bonaventure (1221-1274) writes: “A fair woman tricked 
out with her finery is a keen and sharp-edged sword in the 
hands of the devil.” And Cornelius a Lapide (Jesuit, died 
1637) adds: “Her glance is that of the fabled basilisk, her 
voice a syren’s voice—with her voice she enchants, with her 


beauty she deprives of reason—voice and sight alike deal de- 
struction and death.” 
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RELIGIOUS FREEDOM! 


Is it not rather an irony for the Roman Catholics, under 
the auspices of the Knights of Columbus, to raise the cry 
of “bigotry,” simply because others do not hold the same 
views as themselves? Is that their idea of religious freedom 
—to prevent anyone else from holding or expressing dis- 
similar views? 

It would seem to the writer, and to every thinking per- 
son, that the boot is on the other leg, and that the Roman 
Catholics themselves are the “bigots.” They do not hesi- 
tate to condemn publicly the Mormon Church, as well as all 
Christian denominations that do not come under the rule of 
Rome, by their actions as well as in words. Why not allow 
the same liberty to others? 

Things have come to a pretty pass in this country if only 
those sanctioned by Rome, or the Knights of Columbus, are 
to be permitted to propound their doctrines. Are we in the 
Middle Ages and Inquisition times, when any one who ven- 
tured to express opinions contrary to the dogmas and policy 
of Rome was burned at the stake? 

Truly it would seem so, when a howling mob of fanatics 
is permitted to prevent an American citizen from holding a 
discourse, as recently happened in Paterson, when the Mayor 
and a squad of police with difficulty forced their way into the 
hall to restore order! That same mob of fanatics, or “bigots,” 
would have killed that lecturer, just as the Church of the 
Middle Ages killed those who repudiated its doctrines. 

If anything showed the need of an investigation of the 
soundness of its claims to be called a Christian Church, that 
outrageous exhibition of “bigotry” in Paterson showed it. 

If certain dogmas invented by the Church of Rome are 
based on the Bible teaching, why should the Roman Catho- 
lics fear to have them brought to the light? If, on the other 
hand, they are the crafty invention of a powerful organiza- 
tion, for the purpose of keeping a controlling influence on its 
followers, the sooner they are exposed the better. This is 
only common sense, and it is high time the inert and sleepy 
denominations which profess to take the Bible for their all- 





134 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


sufficient guide should wake up and defend themselves against 
the wily encroachments of a man-governed organization like 
the Roman Church. Catherine Walter. 


A DANGEROUS TENDENCY 


The full danger of the tendency to exclude from the mails 
publications attacking established institutions will be more fairly 
realized the more it is considered. The birth of the Progressive 
Party and the development of Progressive principles among 


Democrats and Republicans was heralded by a great activity in 
monthly magazine literature, through articles attacking alleged 
or real abuses in the social, industrial and political conditions 
of this country. This did not fail to elicit violent opposition from 
individuals and organizations of reactionary tendency. lll sorts 


of restrictive measures were suggested, such as an increase of the 
mailing rates for magazines, while efforts were made, it is believed, 
to buy up some of the periodicals and to suppress their radical- 
ism. In addition to this instance, we realize there are published 
a number of papers in the interest of the Socialists, trade unions 
and other radical organizations. At any time, the influence of 
such publications might become sufficient to rouse a bitter oppo- 
sition from the classes they oppose. Once establish the precedent 
of excluding from the mails by administrative order publications 
of a violently partisan character, and such precedent could be, 
and probably would be, invoked against social, economic and 
political literature. Whether the American people, as a whole, 
sympathize with these various propaganda or nct, the American 
people do believe in political and religious liberty. It is time 
to take a stand for the constitutional guarantees of the freedom 
of speech and of the press.—The Chronicle, January, 1915. 


“The Church of Rome is one monarchy over all the kingdoms 
of the earth, and is, among temporal kingdoms, as the mind or 
soul of the body of a man, or as God in the world. Therefore 
the Church of Rome must not only have the spiritual power, but 
also the supreme temporal power.’”—Encyclical of Pope Leo 


XIIT., 1879. 
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MY TESTIMONY 


BY REV. AGUSTIN NODAL. 


(The following translation is made from an article appear- 
ing in the Spanish section of the last number of the “Cuban 
Evangelist.”—Ed.) 

The following is my declaration as a witness of Christ. 
I was born in Remedios, Cuba, August the 28th, 1882, and 
was baptized in the Romanist church of that same town. 
My parents believed that with that baptism I was made a 
Christian, and it seems, indeed, that God took into account 
their good intentions, but not without showing them first 
their error. 

My childhood passed without any extraordinary incident, 
and when I was thirteen years old the war of 1895 began. 
During that war my dear mother died and my father was a 
political prisoner and later ill, for which cause, though still 
a child, I had to begin the battle of life, and a real battle 
it was, as I had to be father at that age of seven brothers 
and sisters younger than myself. Just here I might describe 
a sad picture, but as I do not wish to tire you I will simply 
say that the youngest child was not yet two years old. 
Imagine that group of children in the midst of that war. 

In this period of my life I am sure that God did not 
forsake me, as I was made to understand later. My mother, 
when she realized that she was going to die, called me to her 
and charged me to help my father, to stay by the children 
and care for them. Besides that she gave me many loving 
counsels, and though I did not appreciate as yet my situation, 
I tearfully accepted them all, they being all that my dear 
mother could give me for the heavy burden which was im- 
posed upon me. We went through that tremendous war, and 
providentially all of us, my father and the children, were alive. 
Until 1900, when my father again assumed the complete 
direction of the family, I was a good boy, though a little for- 
ward, as are all boys advanced in responsibilities. But as 1! 
was eighteen years old at that time, considering myself a 
free man, without instruction, without religion, and without 
restraint save the memory of my mother and the love of my 
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family, I began life on my own account as a worker, going 
in and out of haunts of vice and corruption with entire liberty. 
And as I knew how to work and make good money, I had a 
fine opportunity to go to the bad. 

As in Cuba the idea prevails that the laboring man must 
be a socialist, of a socialism that is almost anarchy, and there- 
fore an atheist or deist, I accepted that and learned to read 
in works of anarchist and socialist authors. Since I had a 
character that would not let me accept anything passively, 
these works made of me an aggressive socialist opposed to the 
present system of society, and an irreconcilable enemy of the 
Romanist Church, that Church which my parents had given 
to me as my religion. Thus passed the years until 1909 when 
I went to San Juan de los Yeras to take charge of a tobacco 
factory as foreman and industrial partner. There I saw a 
Methodist church and at once declared myself her enemy 
and continued my usual life of that epoch, which was to play 
the cock-pit, cards, the lottery and other gambling games, 
drink liquors, not as a confirmed drunkard, but as the man 
who drinks will do, I sometimes got drunk. I danced and 
took part in all kinds of illicit diversions. In spite of all, my 
business prospered nicely, and I had social standing. I saved 
no money because I wasted it all, but business grew and my 
profits increased, sufficiently for me to support my family, 
indulge in my vices and not be in straitened circumstances. 

But as San Juan de los Yeras is an evangelical town, 
and I had among my workmen some evangelical Christians, 
from time to time we engaged in controversies. The ministers 
and pastors beheld in me a wolf for their flock, and at the 
same time a lost soul, so they sought me out to talk to me 
about the Gospel; but I answered them with my atheism 
and took no stock in their teachings. One of these ministers 
was named Manuel Deulofen, an elderly man of venerable 
countenance. He talked to me frequently and with much 
tenderness about the Gospel. However, I was blind and deaf, 
and though I greatly respected him, I had formed the idea 
that he was a great hypocrite, for I could not understand how 
he could love his enemies, nor the street urchins, little negros 
and children of all colors. As he had a smile and a kind word 
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for everybody, I said to myself: “Here is the very acme of 
hypocrisy.” 

In the formation of this opinion the anti-religious books 
which I had read and thought good entered very powerfully. 
So it was that I did not believe anything he told me. But 
he was called by the Lord to the better life, and in his last 
moments, afflicted by a terrible malady, he continued to sing 
Gospel hymns, to bestow loving smiles on all, and he preached 
the Gospel as long as he could speak. He began the journey 
into eternity full of tranquility and true peace. At last he 
went out from this world, and I got to thinking that all that 
man said was true, because the testimony of his life joined 
with that of his death, was complete and irrefutable. 

When I could believe this my heart softened and the 
Holy Spirit enlightened me. I saw myself as I had been 
from the time of first consciousness until that glorious day, 
and my own picture was so ugly in my own eyes that I broke 
down and wept like a child. The uglier and blacker I ap- 
peared to myself, the more resplendent Manuel Deulofen 
seemed to my sight. In my anguish I was led of the Spirit 
to the feet of Christ, and though I was unclean, He, in His 
infinite mercy, took me as He did the leper, put His hand on 
me and said, “Be clean,’ and my leprosy departed, and my 
grief was changed to peace. That day in which I was spiritu- 
ally born, I found the hidden treasure: I sold all I had and 
bought it, that is, I surrendered myself to Christ, and He 
called me to preach the Gospel. And though I am not worthy 
of the high honor of being His disciple, He in His infinite 
mercy has utilized me as the most humble of His instruments. 
He accepts me as the least of His disciples, and I love Him so 
much that I am ready to die, if need be, in order to testify be- 
fore men that Jesus of Nazareth, whom the Jews condemned 
and killed as an impostor and blasphemer, is the Messiah 
expected by them, the Son of God, the Christ; that He is the 
only one who has power to bestow eternal life, that life 
which emanates from the eternal God and His Son. Christ 
is the only one who came down from Heaven to bring us 
celestial life, which is the only life that can save souls for the 
life that is in Heaven in the presence of God. 
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AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS 


Prize Essay 

The reasons why the people of the thirteen American 
colonies, when they dissolved their connection with England, 
adopted as their form of polity a democratic Republic are 
usually taken for granted and accepted as a matter of course. 

The author of this essay has been led to ascribe its origin 
to two causes—political and ecclesiastical. 

The English, prior to the year of the Revolution, had wit- 
nessed the establishment of no less than four distinct forms 
of government, which rapidly succeedéd one another. First, 
Absolutism under the guise of limited monarchy during the 
reign of Charles I., then Parliament, then the Commonwealth, 
then Absolutism again under the last of the Stuarts, and 
finally Constitutional Monarchy. 

All of these governments were administered with a degree 
of partiality amounting to persecution. The Anglicans, the 
Presbyterians, the Catholics and Puritans were either perse- 
cutor or persecuted, as they happened to be the dominam 
party or the reverse. 

The dissatisfaction of the early colonists was to call the 
attention of the British Government to existing evils and not 
ior a separation from the mother country. 

The New York Provincial Congress on December 14, 
1775, declared that, in their opinion, “none of the people of 
this colony had withdrawn their allegiance,” and that their 
turbulent state did not arise “from any desire to become 
independent of the British Crown—but solely from the roads 
inade on both the oppressive Acts of the British Parliament 
devised for enslaving the American colonies.” 

The Declaration of Independence was no formative act. 
Its keynote was liberty, but did not organize it; it was what 
its title implies, a solemn statement of the griewamces of the 
oppressed and outraged colonies against the tyramny of their 
rulers, setting forth plainly and vigorously the reasons for 
their action, grounded upon “self-evident truths.” These 
fundamental rights of man and principles of civil and relig- 
ious liberty were as old as the Bible, and had been asserted 
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repeatedly under various forms, in similar circumstances, 
by every uprising of the people against the injustice and 
oppression of the governing power which had repeated itself 
from the days of the Pharaohs until the American Declara- 
tion of Independence was published to the world. 

As to the objects of the Declaration, let Jefferson speak 
for himself: It was “not to find out new principles or new 
arguments never before thought of, not merely to say things 
which had never been said before, but to place before man- 
kind the common-sense of the subject, in terms so plain and 
firm as to command their assent and to justify ourselves in 
the independent stand we are compelled to take.” 

“We hold these truths to be self-evident,” is the language, 
“that all men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among 
these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness; that to 
secure these rights governments are instituted among men,” 
etc. 


This declaration condemned every arbitrary power, both 


temporal and spiritual. 

The manifestations of the same forces that ushered in 
the English Revolution of 1688, produced the American Revo- 
lution in 1776; with this difference, that the former abruptly 
stopped when constitutional limitations had been placed 
around the prerogatives of the Crown, whereas the Ameri- 
can Revolution was a sublime evolution, destined to transfer 
the sovereign powers of the Crown to the people, to whom 
they always belonged, but with whom they so rarely abided, 
the might, the right and the executive power of the people 
having been wrenched from them in the dawn of history and 
exalted so high over their heads by the subtle arts of design- 
ing nobles and princes that they groveled before the tin-gods 
of their own creation and worshiped them under the title of 
“Divine right of Kings.” 

The Declaration of Independence was so radical a pro- 
test against this absurd worship of mammon and kingly 
oower that some of the colonial churches were compelled 
to change the litany to conform with its teachings. 

In our day we can hardly appreciate the tremendous moral 
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force and courage which was necessary to educate the popu- 
lar mind up to the standard which made the Declaration of 
Independence possible. Such revolutions as that of 1776 had taken 
place before, in Greece, Rome, Switzerland, England, and even 
in China. What distinguishes the American institution from 
all others is not its feats of arms, not the duration of the 
struggle, not the numbers that were locked in deadly em- 
brace, but the results that followed—the glorious truth that 
the diadem was taken off from the head of the king and 
placed upon the head of the people. 


Monarchy and the Church. 


When we consider that the purposes of the early settlers 
were not for commerce, nor for worldly prosperity, nor for 
national glory, but to insure for themselves liberty of worship, 
we can better understand why it was, and should ever be, 
that these noble men were constantly on guard against every 
act and move which might in the remotest degree lead to a 
curtailment of this sacred right to “worship God according 
to the dictates of one’s conscience.” 

Lord Chatham, in his celebrated letter to the king, wrote: 
“They left their native land in search of freedom, and found 
it in a desert. Divided as they are into a thousand forms of 
political and religious views, there is one point in which all 
agree—they equally detest the pageantry of a king and the 
supercilious hypocrisy of a bishop.” 

The Episcopalians, as a class, in New England and in other 
colonies, warmly espoused the cause of the Crown, as they 
derived their ecclesiastical authority from the Church of Eng- 
land. Loyalty to the king was a part of their worship, and 
this fact was seized upon and was utilized by the Crown, 
through its colonial officers, from political as well as relig- 
ious motives. 

The divine supremacy of the law, as embodied in and 
illustrated by the Hebrew Commonwealth, was brought into 
conflict with the “divine right” of kings, as exhibited in the 
Absolutism of George III., and out of this struggle blossomed 
the life and beauty of American liberty. 
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Perils, 

The city is the nerve centre of every country. The influx 
of foreigners into American cities, and into the vast regions 
of the West is a matter of serious consideration. Because 
our cities are so congested with a large foreign element, Ro- 
manism finds in them its chief strength. 

If morality and religious influences are strikingly weak 
at the very vitals of Americanism, what of city government? 

In all the great American cities there is to-day a clearly 
defined ruling class as in the most aristocratic centres of 
the old world. 

Popular government in the city is degenerating into a 
government by a “boss.” Well has Herbert Spencer said: 
“You retain the forms of freedom, but, so far as I can gather, 
there has been a considerable loss of the substance. It is 
true that those who rule you do not do it by means of retain- 
ers armed with swords; but they do it through regiments of 
men armed with voting papers, who obey the word of com- 
mand as loyally as did the dependents of the old feudal 
nobles, and who thus enable their leaders to override the 
general will and make the community submit to their exac- 
tions as effectually as their prototypes of old. Manifestly those 
who framed your Constitution never dreamed that 20,000 
citizens would go to the polls led by a ‘boss.’” 

The fundamental idea of popular government is the dis- 
tribution of power. It has been the struggle of liberty for 
ages to snatch the power from the hands of the minority 
and lodge it in the hands of the majority. 

We see here that centralized power is rapidly growing, 
and when that power is Romanized it will be the deadly 
opponent of American institutions. 

The Catholic vote is organized and is under the supreme 
control of the pope of Rome. Is there anything unrepublican 
in all this? And we must bear in mind that if present ten- 
dencies continue, the tidal wave of Romanism will sweep 
this Republic from shore to shore and from Catholic Canada 
to Catholic Mexico. 

And not only is this immense power lodged in the hand 
of one man, which in itself is perilous, but it is wielded with- 
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out the slightest reference to any policy or principle of gov- 
ernment, solely in the interests of a Church. 

It matters not by what name we call the man who wields 
this centralized power—whether king, czar, pope, president 
cr boss. Just so far as it is absolute and irresponsible, it is 
dangerous. 

No sober-minded individual can face these facts and doubt 
that this peril seriously threatens free institutions of Amer- 
ica, especially in view of the fact that their strength is con- 
centrating in the West, where our defense is weakest. 
Manifestly there is an irreconcilable difference between papai 
principles and those of American free institutions. Popular 
government is self-government. A nation is capable of self- 
government only so far as the individuals who compose it 
are capable of self-government. It is the theory of absolut- 
ism in the State that man exists for the State. It is the theory 
of absolutism in the Church that man exists for the Church. 
But in Republican and Protestant America it is believed that 
Church and State exist for man and to be subordinated by 
him. American principles, therefore, are as radically opposed 
to Vaticanism as to Imperialism. 


Lionel Cruickshanks, Plainfield, N. J. 


He Lacked Experience 


“Well, how did you get on in my absence?” said an Irish 
parish priest, just returned from a holiday, to his curate. 

“Oh, splendidly!” replied the curate. “The sermon was 
largely attended, and the collection was good, and I have paid 
the debt on the church.” 

“What!” roared the priest, “paid off the debt? And did 
you announce that from the altar?” 

“I did,” said the curate, “and thanked the people in your 
name.” 

“Oh, you fool! You have ruined me. I had that debt on 
the church as an excuse for everything I wanted ever since I 
came into the parish, and now what have I to fall back on? 
You must leave my parish. I won’t have you in my service any 
longer.” —Priests and People in Ireland. 
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THE REV. TITUS H. MOCHINO 


We are glad to say that the above good brother, whom we 
helped in Christ’s Mission last year, has been ordained by Bishop 
Greer, and is now installed in his parish as its pastor. Brother 
Mochino is one of the best ex-priests we have had, and it makes 
us glad to see that his faithfulness and zeal have been rewarded. 
The following is a biographical note of his most interesting life: 

The Rev. Titus H. Mochino, a priest of the Roman Catholic 
Church, has quit that communion and has become a lay reader 
in the Protestant Episcopal Church. He has applied to Bishop 
Greer to receive him as a clergyman of the Episcopal Com- 
munion, and has received assurance that this will take place in 
October. His reception will be a public service. 

At present Mr. Mochino is in charge of the Italian congrega- 
tion at St. Mark’s Episcopal Chapel, Tenth Street and Avenue 
A, where he has served as a secretary and latterly a reader for 
seven months. This is the second one-time Roman Catholic 
priest to serve at St. Mark’s within the last two years. The 
other was the Rev. William Thomas Walsh, who left the Paulist 
Community and was received by Bishop Greer. He is now rec- 
tor lof St. Mary’s Protestant Episcopal Church, Alexander 
Avenue, near East 142d Street. 

Mr. Mochino was born in Turin thirty-one years ago. He 
was educated there in the common schools and in the Turin Theo- 
logical Seminary. He was ordained to the priesthood by Cardi- 
nal Augustin Richelmy, Archbishop of Turin, June 21, 1906. 
For one year his health was too poor for him to hold a regular 
assignment. Then he was appointed assistant at St. Philip’s 
Church, Turin. The young priest arrived in New York, June 
25, 1912, and left for Oklahoma, where he was in charge of eleven 
outlying missions. Father Mochino left there to come to New 
York. He had made up his mind to leave the Roman Catholic 
Church. He received from the Rev. Dr. Wilbert W. White, the 
president, a scholarship in the Bible Teachers’ Training School, 
No. 541 Lexington Avenue, where he continued to study for a 
year and a half. He made money for his clothes and other 
necessities by photography. In the Summer he took pictures 
for the Evangelistic Committee of New York City, which has 





144 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


headquarters at the Bible School. Mr. Mochino said last night 
that the only reason he left the Roman Catholic Church was 
because of certain doctrines he could no longer subscribe. He 
said he regretted his act had become public, as he had an aged 
father and mother in Turin, who were devout Catholics, and he 
did not want to grieve them.—New York Herald, August 3oth. 


As a sample of Romish charity, read the following from 
one of her spokesmen, Father Phelan, the editor of the 
“Western Watchman.” 

“Protestantism is not a religion—never was a religion. 
The most that could ever be said of it was that it was a form 
of rape and robbery masquerading as a religion and a hypoc 
risy wearing the livery of Christianity to serve the seven deadly 
sins in.” 

From such a religion as actuates a man to thus write, we 
pray God to deliver us. 


The “National Protestant Standard” well says: 

“What an exposure of Rome’s greatest fraud, the doctrine 
of transubstantiation, was given during the recent earthquake 
in Italy! In one case seven nuns who had just received the 
wafer-god of Rome, and the priest, with the chalice in his 
hands, lay dead upon the floor of the church. A little later, 
as the bishop who had summoned the people to mass to sue 
for mercy and deliverance from further earthquake peril, held 
the chalice aloft for adoration by the people, a further earth- 
quake shock was felt, and amid agonised cries for mercy and 
of fear, the mass service had to be temporarily suspended. 


“There has never been a period in American history when the 
Church’s opportunity has been so close to her. To a great extent 
the ancient antagonisms have died. Protestantism is disintegrat- 
ing before our eyes. The moment is ripe to build a Catholic 
America, and strong men are now laying the foundations.”—The 
World (Catholic). 





